LTS Plan Workshop Questionsand Comments
August 28, 2002

Monitoring and Maintenance
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Isthere a possibility of gpontaneous combustion in the disposal cdll?

Response J-1: The concerns raised by the comments are vaid for certain well-defined scenarios,
mogt of which involve ether composting protocols or disposd of organic mass in demoalition or
municipa landfills. The commentator references the quantity of more than 10,000 cubic yards of
wood or other smilar materias incorporated into the waste mass as a possible source of
excessve heat generation.

Decompasition of vegetative organic mass may follow two fundamentaly different biochemicd
processes. aerobic or anaerobic. Aerobic processes, characterized by presence of sufficient
Oxygen, moisture and nutrients, are exotherma in nature. Heet in the decomposing mass raises
continuoudy until it reaches alevel unsustainable for the bacterid life. Further temperature
increases, to the point of combustion, is possible soldly through chemical reactions. Inthe
absence of chemica reagents capable to sustain such reactions, the bio-massrevertsto an
anaerobic decomposition process. Anaerobic processes are not exothermic and thus the
temperature decreases to that of the surrounding environmen.

The organic materias present in the Weldon Spring Disposal Facility were not placed in
configurations that would have encouraged exothermal decomposition. All wood products were
disposed in accordance with one of the following two scenarios:

1. Wood that could be chipped or otherwise smilarly size reduced was composted on site and
then mixed with soil in a homogeneous mixture containing no more than 30% by volume
wood waste. The resulting mix behaved and was placed and compacted as regular soil.

2. Wood piecesthat could not be size reduced (large root bals for example) were entombed in
CSS grout or in common soil waste. In either case, they were spaced from one another in
the soil mass such as no detrimenta loca settlement may occur. A coradllary to this spacing
was that no piling of combustible materids was possible.

The digperson of organic matter in the entombing soil mass and the presence of thick and dense
overlying layers of soil, synthetic liners and rock do not create favorable conditions for oxygen
ventilation, the environment being lethd for aerobic bacterid decompaosition. Anaerobic processes
are possible and predictable, but they do not result in heat generation.

Temperature monitoring of the cell interior would be &t the best futile, Snce no hest is expected to
be produced. Additionaly, since the upper clean layers are an excellent temperature buffer, any
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nonintrusive monitoring would beimpossible. Intrusive monitoring would compromise the
integrity of the cell encgpsulation system, with no evident benefits.

Thereis however some information regarding the cdll internal temperature ranges. A second
source of organic decomposition, not referenced by the commentator is the Geochemicd Barrier
Layer. Sincethislayer isdirectly above the primary LCRS, atemperature build-up would
trandfer to the leachate and would be detected in the LCRS externd sump. Measurements of the
leachate temperature indicate only a 50 to 60 degrees range, typical for deep soil-type of
environments, buffered from externa variaions.

Will radiation come through the cover of the cdl?

Response J-2: No. The radon barrier (i.e. the 3-foot clay layer between the waste and the liner &
riprap layers) effectively stops both radiation and radon gas from penetrating through the cover of
the cell. The rock layer dso absorbs much of the gamma radiation emitted from the naturdly
occurring radioactivity present in the radon barrier. And since the rock has less naturaly occurring
radioactivity in it than does clay or soil, the end result isless gamma radiation present on top of
the cell than in our own backyards. Gamma radiation levels have been measured on the cell steps,
ramp, & platform (top), and are indeed lower than gamma radiation levels on natura soilsin our
area.

During congtruction of the radon barrier, monitoring was performed to determine the radon flux
emitted from it (radon release rate). The average measured radon flux was 0.55 pCi/nf/sec,
which iswithin the background range of radon flux naturdly emitted from soils.

Who isresponsible for watching for damage to the cdll over time?

Response J-3: Asdated inthe LTS Plan, DOE will conduct annua and five-year inspections of
the cdl (83.2.1). Also, the public can use phone numbers that will be posted a the Site to notify
DOE of any concerns (83.3.1). Subcontractor personnel will be on site frequently each year
obtaining samples from the ground water monitor wells and will report any site concernsto DOE.

Is there a plan for monitoring the Missouri River?
Response J 4. There are no surface water discharges from the Ste to the Missouri River. Also,
groundwater from the chemica plant or quarry does not directly discharge to the Missouri River.
Therefore, monitoring of the Missouri River is not necessary and isnot included in the LTS Plan.
Will there be monitoring of human hedlth effects?

Response J-5: Dueto the design of the cdll, there are no existing exposure risks from the
encapsulated materials to the public. Also, because the ground water is not used, there isno risk
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of exposure to the contaminated ground water. Therefore, monitoring of human hedth effectsin
not necessary and isnot included inthe LTS Plan.

Higtorical monitoring well data should be available to the public.

Response J-6. Higtorical monitor well datais available in the Ste environmenta reports and will
be available on the LTSM webstein January 2003. Y early monitor well dataand higtorical
trends will be provided in annud reports that will be available to the public on the web and a
locations noted inthe LTS Plan (83.2.5, 3.13)

Include atablein the LTS Plan that shows each monitoring well and the results over time.

Response J-7: The LTS Plan addresses stewardship of the Site after completion of remedid
action activities. Therefore, summaries of the 2001 sampling activities were provided in Tables 2—
5 through 2—11 as basdline vaues for comparison to in succeeding years. Historica monitor well
data, including trends, will be made available to the public (see response J-6). A table will not be
included inthe LTS Plan.

What would happen to the monitoring procedure if there is a drastic change in monitoring results?
Aretheretriggersfor changing the procedure?

Response J-8: Groundwater contingencies have been or will be developed for each operable unit
addressing groundwater. These are presented in 83.9.2.

What is background?

Response J-9: Background is radiation that is present everywhere due to both naturally-occurring
and man-made sources of radiation. All living things on Earth are congtantly exposed to radiation
from the fallowing naturdly-occurring sources.

- The sun and other stars
- Naturaly-occurring radioactivity in soil, water, and vegetation
- Naturdly-occurring radioactivity in our bodies

Charged particles from the sun and other stars interact with the earth’ s atmosphere and magnetic
field to produce radiation, some of which makesit to the earth (and to us). Soil, water, and
vegetation contain naturally-occurring radioactive dements, primarily uranium, thorium, radium,
and radon (a gas). We receive radiation from these sources when we eat plants and animals,
drink water, and breathe. We aso receive asmall amount of the gamma radiation emitted
continuoudy from these radioactive elements naturdly present in the soil.

M an-made sources of radiation include:
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- Televidons

- Medicd x-rays

- Smoke detectors

- Nuclear medicine procedures

- Tobacco

- Building materids

- Combustible fuels (gas, cod, etc.)

The ultimate source of radioactivity in tobacco, building materids, and combustible fuelsis
naturaly-occurring radioactivity. However, these are called man-made sources because people
actudly receive more radiation from them (due to their use or composition) than they would from
these sources in their natural state. On average, people in the United States receive about 360
millirems per year of background radiation; the natural sources account for about 80% of the
total. Naturd and artificid radiations are not different in any kind or effect. Kegp in mind that 1
out of 3 Americanswill contract cancer during thelr lifetimes.

In the context of environmenta cleanup, “background” is a measurement of conditionsin areas
not affected by the contamination. Background vaues are points of reference. For manmade
contaminants (e.g. trichloroethylene), background is zero or more precisaly anaytical detection
limit. For naturaly occurring contaminants (e.g. uranium or radium), background is determined on
alocd or regiond bass and can vary widdy throughout the country and world. At the Weldon
Spring site, background vaues for groundwater aso vary between the Quarry area (with heavy
influence from the Missouri River) and the chemicd plant (with a primary source of rainwater
infiltration). Background also has arange of vaues due to seasond influences and andytica
precison.

Springs 6303 and 6306 are not on the LTS Plan maps or tables.

Response J-10: Sampling of springs SP-6303 and SP-6306 may not be required as part of the
remedy for the GWOU ROD because these springs do not have andytes exceeding maximum
contaminant leves or discharge groundwater originating from the chemicd plant. However, spring
SP-6303 was sampled in 2001 (Table 2—7) and will be added to Figure 2-18. Spring SP-6306
will be added to the LTS Plan to respond to citizens concerns.

Include in the map legends what type of contamination exists.

Response J-11: Anaytes that exceed the EPA maximum contaminant levels at the Chemica

Pant area are described in §2.4.3.1 and shown on Figures 2-9 through 2-12. Uranium isthe
only anayte exceeding the EPA maximum contaminant level at the quarry area, and it is described
in 82.4.3.2 and shown on Figure 2—-15. No other anaytes exceed maximum contaminant levels so
they are not shown as contamination on the figures.



32 | 12,

+13 | 13.

34 | 14,

315 | 15,

J16 | 16.

37 | 17.

Doesthe LTS Plan say how often the wells will be sampled?

Response J-12: Sampling frequency for the disposa cdl monitor wellsis provided in Table 34,
and for the quarry monitor wellsin Table 3-5. These tables dso include lists of congtituents that
will be andyzed. Sampling frequency for the Chemica Plant area monitor wells will be
determined as part of the remedy for the GWOU and will be included in the find LTS Plan; until
then, sampling of the existing monitor wellswill continue in accordance with the current
Environmental Monitoring Plan.

Nitrate concentrations exceeded drinking water stlandards at 36 locations. Signs should be placed
at these locations and the locations should be identified in the LTS Plan.

Response J-13: The monitor wells with nitrate concentrations currently in excess of the federd
drinking water standard (10 milligrams per liter) are insde the plume boundary shown on Figure
2-11, and dl but one (MW-4013) occur on DOE and U.S. Army property. These wells are not
used for drinking water; therefore, DOE will not place any signsindicating nitrate contamination.
Indtitutiona controls to restrict use of contaminated groundwater will be drafted for the next
revison of the LTS Plan.

Figure 29 should show al the contamination and not just the parameters that exceed certain
levels (maximum concentration limits).

Response J-14: A condtituent is not considered to be a contaminant unless it exceeds a
regulatory limit. At the Chemica Plant area only uranium, TCE, nitrate, and 2.4-DNT arein
concentrations exceeding regulatory limits at some of the monitor well locations. These locations
are indde the contamination plumes shown on Fgures 2-9 through 2-12.

Other parameters and how often they will be monitored should beinthe LTS Plan.

Response J-15: Seeresponse J12. In addition, the long term monitoring requirements for the
chemica plant groundwater will be included in the LTS Plan once the ROD is signed and
implemented. In the interim, the LTS Plan references the current Environmental Monitoring
Plan.

How much money is being funded for stewardship of the ste for the first year under the Grand
Junction Office?

Response J-16: $1,000,000 has been budgeted for the site in FY 03 based on the current scope
of work. This covers some one-time costs and therefore subsequent year costs are estimated at
$800,000 per year.

Who will own, operate, and maintain the Interpretive Center?
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Response J-17: DOE owns and will continue to own the Chemical Plant property (8§2.1.1),
which includes the Interpretive Center. As stated in 83.5, DOE will remain responsible for
maintenance and capita improvements of the building. It is planned for St. Charles County to use
the building and perform maintenance and improvements under a use permit. DOE will staff the
building for two years and then re-eva uate gaffing.

How is the leachate being transported and what does Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer Didtrict do
with it?

Response J-18: The leachae is being hauled to MSD viawagte hauling trucks to the MSD
Bissl Point Off-loading Facility. MSD consolidates the WSS disposd fecility leachate with their
other customers hauled leachate. It is worth noting that the leachate is being hauled to MSD for
treatment of manganese and not uranium or other radionuclides. Theleachate is dready below
any concentration (or activity) that requires any trestment for radionuclides.

LTS Fan should indicate that DOE will pay the cogt if the county well field has to be relocated.

Response J19: DOE has committed to bear any expense relative to ensuring a safe and clean
drinking water supply from either the present well fidd or from an dternate source. Note that
DOE's lighility extends only to protection from contaminants for which the Department is
responsble. DOE cannot tie up funds for contingency over multiple fiscd years but does have
discretionary monies available to use if necessary.

Will DOE monitor the structurd stability of the Frog Pond Outlet culvert?

Response J-20: No. Monitoring of the condition of the twin culverts under County Route D and
the Southeast Drainage culvert under state Highway 94 is the responghility of the Missouri
Department of Trangportation. Asindicated in 83.7, DOE ingpectors will look for signs of
disturbance around the culverts on an annua basis, and will contact appropriate authorities every
five years to remind them of the contamination left in place. Inditutiona controls will bein place
requiring notification to DOE of roadway or utility improvements involving the culvertsin order to
provide proper disposal of soils (Table 2-12).

Who will approve monitor wel abandonment in the future (eg., DOE, EPA, Missouri
Department of Natural Resources)?

Response J-21. Changes to the long-term monitoring networks will be made in consultation with
the EPA (83.1). DOE will recommend monitor well abandonment based on evaluation of ground
water qudity and attainment of long term monitoring gods.

Would DOE discontinue monitoring the disposal cdl wdlsif the ground water cleans up?
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Response J-22: The digposd cell monitor wells are intended to monitor for leaks from the
disposa cdl and, therefore, their purpose and usefulness are not governed by cleanup of the
ground water in the Chemica Plant area.

Will DOE continue to ensure that county production wells are monitored for WSSRAP
contaminants?

Response J-23. . Charles County monitors their well field production wells for contaminants
associated with the quarry (radionuclides, nitroaromatics, arsenic, barium, and sulfate), supported
through a DOE grant. Funding for this grant isincluded in the annud cost estimate for
sewardship activities.

Land Use and Institutional Controls
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Does the county aready have land use redtrictions? Can the county designate restrictions?

Response J-24: &. Charles County can restrict land use through zoning. County zoning authority
does not extend to state or federa land. DOE isworking with the state and county governments
to establish legdly enforcegble land use regtrictions which will “run with the land” in the event
ownership changesin the future. These issues will be the focus of a public work sesson thisfdl.

Are redrictive easements subject to date laws? Will DOE work with the state on these
restrictions?

Response J-25: See response J-24.
DOE should annudly publish aligt of indtitutiona controls for the public.

Response J-26: After ingtitutiona controls are gpproved, they will be listed in Appendix B of the
LTS Plan which will be posted on the web and available at the Interpretive Center and loca

library.

Define recregtiond versus resdentid useinthe LTS Plan.

Response J-27: DOE will provide these definitionsin the LTS Plan. The specific redtrictive
language proposed for the indtitutiona controls will be provided in the next verson of the LTS

Plan.

Pan should describe in detall how ste will be controlled through federd ownership.
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Response J-28: At stated in §2.1.1, DOE owns the Chemica Plant and quarry parcels. As
owner, DOE or a successor federd government agency will control how their land isused in
perpetuity (82.6 and Table 2-12). See also response to J-27.

Clarify how control stayswith ownership, but doesn’'t change with trandfer of land.

Response J-29: Deed regtrictions and other instruments will be recorded in the records of St.
Charles County. These insruments will stay with the associated parcel of land so, if aparcd is
sold or transferred, the new owner will be required by law to abide by the requirements of the
inditutiona control instruments (82.6). DOE will monitor the effectiveness of the indtitutiona
controls.

How will certain future uses of the land be stopped?

Response J-30: DOE will monitor the effectiveness of the indtitutiona controls and gpply legd
resources to stop or reverse uses which violate the legd restrictions.

What will happen if some land is sold to a privete party?
Response J-31: Seeresponse J-29.

DOE should file documents with the state and county to ensure land cannot be sold to a
commercid entity.

Response J-32: Property can be used by acommercid entity aslong astheingtitutiona controls
are not violated.

The conservation areas are surrounded by urban areas—the land cannot be alowed to be sold.
Response J-33: Seeresponse J-32.

Are locations requiring ingditutiona controls marked? The public needs to know what and where
contamination is present, and the associated individud risk of that contamination.

Response J-34: Locations requiring indtitutiona controls are not marked. The proposed
indtitutional controlswill be protective of human hedth and the environment, and the risk
assessment demondtrates that the public will not be at risk during recreationd activitiesin areas
affected by inditutiond controls.

DOE should ingal sgnage to let future generations know what inditutiona controls are in place.

Response J-35: Seeresponse J-34.
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Istherea“No Trespassing” sign on the property?
Response J-36: All DOE property, except the leachate treatment building, is open to the public.

Weas land remediated to a certain depth or was it remediated until background levels were
reached? Thisinformation should bein the LTS Plan and on the web.

Response J-37: Asindicated in 82.3, excavation of contaminated soils continued until soils were
remediated to cleanup standards. These standards were not set at background values, but the
remediation exceeded the requirements and the average concentrations of contaminantsin the soil
were very close to background values.

What is DOE doing to address the remaining contamination? DOE needs to provide detallsin the
LTS Pan (eg., locations of eevated concentrations, when and how often these bocations are
going to be monitored).

Response J-38: Remaining contamination isidentified in 82.3. Current and proposed inditutiond
controls to protect the public and the environment at locations of remaining contamination are
described in 82.6 and will be fully detailed in Appendix B following required approvals.
Monitoring of locations affected by indtitutiond controlsis described in 83.7. Groundwater at the
chemica plant will be addressed under the CERCLA process.

What is in place to prevent reckless recregtiond use a the cdll, such as racing an SUV up the
cdl?

Response J-39: A guardrail isin place around the base of the cdll to prevent vehicular accessto
the cell (82.8.1). A sgn will be placed a the bottom of the cell stairway instructing the public to
stay within the designated walkway and prohibiting the use of motorized vehicles on the rock
cove.

Isit safeto eat fish from the local 1akes?

Response J40: Yes. The human hedth risk associated with ingesting fish from Lakes 34, 35,
and 36, with devated levels of uranium is within the acceptable risk range established by EPA.
Asareault of this assessment, no limits have been placed on human consumption of fish from the
August A. Busch Memorid Conservation Area.

The Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) aso conducted a Hedth
Assessment in 1997 which concluded that contaminant concentrations in fish are very low, and
recreationa consumption of fish from the conservation areas does not pose a public hedth

hazard. This assessment published by the ATSDR is entitled Public Health Assessment for the
Weldon Spring Quarry/Plant/Pits (USDOE) . Charles, &. Charles County, Missouri
CERCLISNO. MO3210090004 — June 30, 1997.
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DOE commits to defining ingtitutional controls in the next draft of the LTS Plan (projected for
January 2003).

Response J-41: Yes.

The LTS Fan should include explanaion for how inditutiond controls boundaries were
established.

Response J-42: Text will be provided in the next draft of the LTS Plan.

Will DOE consider new technologies in the future that might treet contaminants rather than just
monitor them?

Response J-43. During the CERCLA 5-year review, the conditions are evduated and if il
protective, the remedy remains. However, if it is determined that conditions are not protective,
evauation of new technologies will be made. If new technologies would be more cogt effective
than those in exigting remedies, they would be evauated.

Communications
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Are the annud reports going to be avalable to the public? Will they be avalable a the
Interpretive Center?

Response J-44. Annud reports will be available to the public on the GJO web ste, a the
Interpretive Center, and other locations asindicated in 83.2.5 and 3.13.

How often will DOE revise the LTS Plan after it is findized? How will DOE incorporate public
participation?

Response J-45. DOE will revise the plan, with concurrence of the EPA and the State, if
procedural changes are warranted to maintain the objectives of ste sewardship (83.1). Potentia
changes would be made based on evaluations of ground water data, the results of annuad and 5-
year ingpections, and any changes that could affect protectiveness of the public hedth and the
environment. Consequently, there is no set frequency for revisons to the plan.

DOE should hold annud public meetings to discuss Ste status. These meetings need to be
effectively announced.

Response J-46: Text will be revised to indicate that DOE will hold annud public meetings to
discuss Site satus.

Provide user-friendly yearly atus information (e.g., Fact Sheet), by mail and on web.
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Response J-47: Site status information, including annua reports and a Fact Sheet, will be
provided on the GJO web ste and in the Interpretive Center. The list of stewardship documents
provided in §3.13 will be revised to include an annua Fact Shest.

Put asummary of annud information on the web.
Response J-48: See responses J44 and J-47.
Put documents referenced in the LTS Plan on the web.

Response J-49: All DOE ste documents referenced in the LTS Plan will be placed onthe LTSM
Program website for Weldon Spring.

There are too many referencesto other documentsin the LTS Plan.

Response J-50: The documents referenced in the LTS Plan are the source documents for factua
information or data provided in the LTS Plan, and guidance documents that drive the required
LTS activities. References enable the reader to find additiond supporting information thet is
inappropriate to include in the LTS Plan. Copies of the referenced DOE site documents will be
available in the Interpretive Center and on the LTSM Program website for Weldon Spring. Other
referenced federal and state guidance documents (DOE Orders, EPA documents, Codes of
Federd Regulations, Codes of State Regulations, etc.) can be found on respective government
websites.

LTS Pan should include a ligt of associated documents, a summary of what they contain, and
where they are located. Thislist could be included as an appendix.

Response J-51: All referenced documents that were used in the preparation of the LTS Plan are
listed in 84.0. The listed references include document title and date. Document contents can be
ascertained by the title and the context in which the document was referenced. Copies of the
referenced site documents will be available in the Interpretive Center and on the LTSM Program
website for Weldon Spring.

Put important facts sheet in LTS Plan.

Response J-52: Asindicated in the response J-47, an annud Fact Sheet will be made avallable
to the public. This Fact Sheet will change to incorporate the results of annual Site activities and
conditions; therefore, a Fact Sheet is not planned for inclusoninthe LTS Plan.

How long after data acquisitionwill it be before the public gets the results?
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Response J-53: Due to the extensive network of ground water monitoring wells and the varying
frequencies that samples are collected, ground water sampling activities occur throughout the
year. Depending on the condtituents being anayzed, sample andysis may take up to one month.
The process of vaidating andytica data begins when the data are received from the [aboratory.
Following vaidation, the data are entered into a database and on the web. Data vaidation and
posting normaly is completed within approximately 60 days after |aboratory analyses are
completed. Therefore, in most cases the public will have access to the data through the web
within 90 days of sample collection. Also, annua monitoring results and historical trend anayses
will beincluded in the annua report which will be posted on the web.

Who will be natified of unusua or unexpected monitoring results and when? Will the Department
of Hedlth be notified?

Response J-54: §83.9 of the LTS Plan will be revised to dlarify notification procedures. DOE
anticipates its primary obligations will be to notify EPA, MDNR and &. Charles County. MDNR
will decide whether to notify the Department of Hedlth.

What kind of event would result in an immediate natification to the public by DOE?

Response J-55: As stated in second paragraph of §3.9, an emergency would congtitute “unusual
damage or disruption” that threatens or compromises Site safety or security. This paragraph will
be revised to define an emergency as an occurrence that has the potentia to expose the contents
of the cell. The third paragraph of this section will be moved to the end of the second paragraph
and revised to say that DOE will begin notifications to the EPA, sate, and county as soon asan
emergency Stuation is known to exis. DOE must work with loca response authorities for public
natification and will not natify the public directly.

How does the public report vandalism or other concerns at the site? Put contact information in the
LTS Han.

Response J-56: Phone numbers will be posted at the interpretive center to enable the public to
notify DOE of ste concerns (83.3.1). 83.3.1 will be revised to clarify that the public can dso
contact on-Ste DOE personnel or the St. Charles County Sheriff’ s Department with concerns.
Add emergency 800 number to federa section of the phonebook.

Response J-57: Agree. DOE has established atoll-free phone number for the Weldon Spring
Ste (877-695-5322, see Section 2.8.1). DOE will list the number in loca phone directories and
post it a the Site.

LTS Plan should include procedure for how to ask for information.
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Response J-58: The LTSM Program 24-hour and local phone numberswill be provided at the
Steasindicated in §2.8.1. Steinformation will dso be available to the public on the GJO web
ste and at the Interpretive Center (83.13).

Provide ground water contamination trend information.

Response J-59: Higtorica monitor well datawill be avalable on the LTSV website, induding
trend information. Y early monitor well data and hitorica trends will be provided in annud reports
that will be available to the public on the web and at locations noted inthe LTS Plan (83.2.5,
3.13)

The LTS Pan should indicate that the ground water will be addressed further in the Record of
Decison and that the public will comment on the Record of Decison.

Response J-60: 1n 83.6.1.2 it isindicated that ground water at the Chemica Plant areawill
continue to be monitored in accordance with the current Environmenta Monitoring Plan until the
Record of Decison is gpproved and the remedy has been implemented.  Under CERCLA the
public will be able to review and comment on the Proposed Plan for the groundwater operable
unit.

LTS Plan shoud darify that no runoff from the Site enters the drinking water supply.

Response J-61: §2.1.2 indicates that surface water from the Site watersheds is not used for a
public drinking water supply.

Has the risk assessment data been made public? Where can it be found? How thick are the risk
assessments that have been done in the past 2 years? The risk assessments should be summarized
inthe LTS Fan.

Response J-62: Copies of risk assessments will be available for review & the Interpretive Center
and can be viewed on the LTSM Program website. Summaries of risk assessments will be
provided in §2.2.2 and §2.3.

Can a copy of the risk assessments be deivered to the loca library within a week? Site
documents should be made available in more than one location.

Response J-63:  See response J-62.
The cdl isan “atractive nuisance” and this aspect should be addressed in the LTS Plan.
Response J-64: A guardrail isin place around the base of the cdll to prevent vehicular accessto

the cell (82.8.1). A sign will be placed at the bottom of the cdll Stairway ingructing the public to
stay within the designated walkway and prohibiting the use of motorized vehicles on the rock
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cover. These precautions address persond safety (injuries due to walking on the irregular rock
surface) and maintenance (repair of the cell cover) issues. The public will not be affected by the
radiologicd materid encgpsulated within the cel.

Asdated inthe LTS Plan, DOE will conduct annua and five-year ingpections of the cell (83.2.1).
Also, the public can use phone numbers that will be posted at the Site to notify DOE of any
concerns (83.3.1). Subcontractor personnd will be on site frequently each year obtaining samples
from the ground water monitor wells and will report any site concerns to DOE. Additiondly,

DOE will mantain an on-gte presence in the Adminigtration Building and the Interpretive Center
for approximately two years and will be cognizant of daily activities at the Site during that time.

Define technicd termsin the LTS Plan, such as*rapid headward cutting.”

Response J-65: Technica termswill be defined in the LTS Plan ether in the text or in footnotes.
Continue Citizens Commisson.

Response J-66: DOE plans to provide funds for the Weldon Spring Citizens Commission
(WSCC) through finalization of the Ground Water Operable Unit Record of Decision and the

LTSPan. Long term stewardship cost estimates aso include funding for the WSCC.

Wha would be the effect of a fully loaded (with fud), large arcraft crashing into the cell? What
would rescuers have to wear?

Response J-67: DOE is evauating the potentid for terrorist threats and will address thisin the
next verson of the LTS Plan.
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